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THE FAILURES OF THE KREMLIN 


Kremlin propaganda mills grind out incessantly the fiction of the Communist utopia behind 
the barbed wire entanglements. The propaganda is cunning and coolly conniving. To the ill-informed, 
it is exciting; to the anti-Communist, it is nauseating. To many pseudo-liberals within our nation, it 
is regarded as truth. ‘Blind leaders of the blind,” Jesus called them. 


The latest propaganda blast from the Kremlin was their 50,000 word Manifesto which promised 
a worker’s paradise SOME DAY. However, history clearly shows that Communist promises are made 
t0 be broken — and it is a sure thing that these promises will go unfulfilled as well. 


COMMUNISTS FAIL IN FINANCIAL OBLIGATIONS 


The Communists fail to pay their bills. Representative Bruce Alger (R. Texas), on the floor of 
the House, August 10, 1961, brought to light the following deceptive practices of the Kremlin in re- 
gard to its major propaganda forum — The United Nations. Rep. Alger said: 


“Mr. Speaker, it is just sound reasoning that before you have a voice in the affairs of any or- 
ganization, you must be a member in good standinz. Over the past year, the Communists have made 
considerable noise in the United Nations and have g-avely influenced many of its decisions. In keeping 
with the usual Communist philosophy that they are not bound by any of the rules expected of more 
enlightened governments, we find that Russia and her two voting provinces in the U.N. owe more than 
826 million of their share of maintaining the Unite! Nations. Because the United States has been put- 
ting up most of the money to run the U.N. and will, undoubtedly be called upon to make up any deficits, 
[think there should be only one solution — either Russia should pay up or get out. If the Commun- 
ists do not see fit to take either course, and if the U.N. feels that Russia should sit in the councils with- 
out paying, then the United States should call the whole thing off and withdraw.” 


The Kremlin history of ignoring anything which is detrimental to her best interests is legendary. 
However, with the United Nations this is not the case. Their April 1945 issue of Political Affairs, the 
official Communist Party publication in the U.S., said: 


“Great popular support and enthusiasm for the United Nations policies should be built up, well 
itganized and fully articulate. But it is also necessary to do more than that. The opposition must be 








rendered so impotent that it will be unable to gather 
any significant support in the Senate against the 
U.N. Charter and the treaties that will follow . . .” 


While the Kremlin invests millions of dollars in 
printed and broadcast propaganda in virtually every 
nation of the world, it is unthinkable that it would 
neglect one of its major propaganda platforms, the 
United Nations. Hilary Gray, writing in the July 1959 
American Mercury, termed the United Nations “an In- 
ternational forum for anti-American and Communist 
propaganda. It was the USSR that insisted upon the 
United Nations being placed on U.S. soil. The Soviet 
Union did this so that it could use the U.N. as a vast 
base of espionage on the American continent and oper- 
ate under the cover of diplomatic immunity.” * 


The Kremlin has failed — it has failed to pay the 
bills for its own conceived and contrived propaganda 
forum — The United Nations. 


THE KREMLIN FAILS TO HONOR TREATIES 


The Kremlin has failed to live up to its solemn 
International agreements. While the Washington in- 
tellectuals are telling us that we must seek negotiations 
with the Kremlin and approach them as honorable 
men, the Communists are mouthing threats toward the 
Western world. What so few of our policy makers 
have been able to understand is that the Kremlin doesn’t 
intend to keep international agreements unless that 
agreement is in the Kremlin’s favor. This is not the 
irresponsible ranting of a demented anti-Communist. 
They have voiced their intentions for all to know: 


“There can be no breathing space in ideo- 
logical warfare. Let the enemy consider us 
nasty people.” — Simonov. (1946) 


“The existence of the Soviet Republic side 
by side with imperialist states for a long time 
is unthinkable.” — Lenin (1919) 


“A series of frightful collisions between the 
Soviet Republic and the bourgeois states will 
be inevitable.” Lenin (1919) 


“We must resort to all stratagems, maneu- 
vers, illegal methods, evasions, and subterfuges, 
only so as to get into the trade unions, to re- 
main in them, and carry on Communist work 
within them at all costs.”” Lenin (1920) 


“It is important that pupils should clearly 
realize the doom of the capitalist world, its in- 
evitable downfall.”’ — Soviet Teacher’s Gazette 
(1947) 


“In our state naturally there is and can be 
no place for freedom of speech, press and so on. 
These freedoms granted to the toilers must be 





1For a more complete expose of how the Kremlin has engineered 
the United Nations, ask for a free copy of “The United Nations — 
Destroying America By Degrees” from CHRISTIAN CRUSADE —- 
Tulsa 2, Oklahoma. 
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classified as a counterrevolutionary crime.” — 


Vyshinsky (1948) 


“From the point of view of Communist 
morality only those acts are moral which con- 
tribute to the building up of a new Communist 
society.”” — Lenin 


Marguerite Higgins, in an article entitled “For 
‘The Good of Humanity’,” in the New York Herald 
Tribune of June 18, 1961, writes: 


“"Yes, of course we are violating the treaty. We 
have already violated it 30 or 40 times.’ (V. I. Lenin, 
speaking in March 1918, of the treaty of Brest Litovsk. ) 


“This earliest example of how not to let treaty- 
busting trouble a good Communist conscience has been 
followed down the years by all of Lenin’s heirs, in- 
cluding Soviet Premier Khrushchev. All have justified 
their position by saying in effect, ‘when we bust a 
treaty, it’s good for humanity.’ 


“Of 50 violations of international treaties recorded 
by the Department of State beginning with the treaty 
of Brest-Litovsk, which ended Russia’s war with Ger- 
many, the following are the chief ones...” Journalist 
Higgins then goes on to list the disregarded treaties 
running the gamut, including: The Comintern’s War, 
Violations in Iran, Treaty of Friendship With Great 
Britain, Eastern Europe, Germany, The Geneva Con- 
ference 1955, The Berlin Crisis, China, The 1954 Gen- 
eva Conference on IndoChina, and Korea. 


The Communists have failed to keep their treaty 
agreements except when it is in the best interests of 
the Kremlin. It is time our negotiators familiarized 
themselves with history before acquiescing to further 
agreements with the Soviets. 


COMMUNISTS FAIL TO 
ELIMINATE COLONIALISM 


A further failure of the Kremlin lies in the area 
of anti-colonialism. During the 15th Session of the 
United Nations General Assembly, Nikita Khrushchev 
proposed on September 23, 1960, that all colonial de- 
pendencies, trusteeship territories and other non-self- 
governing areas be given “complete independence and 
freedom in the building up of their national states in 
conformity with the freely expressed will and desire of 
their peoples.” 


In spite of this “strong determination” on the part 
of the tyrants of the Soviet Union and the “dedicated 
efforts” of the “colonialist powers of the West,” the 
millions of slaves under colonial rule continues to grow. 
The record is clear in the following editorial printed 
in the New York Times, October 7, 1960: 


“The record is certainly plain enough. This news- 
paper published a few days ago the list of Soviet- subju- 
(See “FAILURES” on Page 7) 
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| Guest Editorial 


‘WASHINGTON AND THE 
RECOGNITION OF RED CHINA 


4 Editor’s Note: In the cacophonic din of the boiler-factory 
of Washington, there are certain persistent themes, like a 
-Wagnerian “Leitmotif.” You pick up the note on Capitol 
Hill, in the State Department, in the United Nations: The 
‘theme is Recognition of Red China. The White House is 
_ well advised to reflect on history and the position taken by 
previous Governments. In such delicate matters, we turn 
_ to a famous American historian — Dr. Charles Callan Tan- 
‘sill, Ph.D., Professor Emeritus, American Diplomatic His- 
tory, Georgetown University. Dr. Tansill easily ranks with 
the great names of contemporary American scholars in his 
field. He has contributed to the “Weekly Crusader” No. 6, 
December 2/60 “Is our Monroe Doctrine out of Date?” 
(Months in advance of the Cuban invasion); No. 25, April 
14/1961 “Proposed Peace Conference to end World War II.” 
(A Rooseveltian item that should be of interest to our Gold- 
Star mothers) 


BRITISH PRESSURE FOR RECOGNITION 


One of the most important questions before the 
American Government today is whether recognition 
should be accorded to Red China. In his recently 
published memoirs, Lord Attlee, former Prime Minister 
of England, calls America’s refusal to recognize the 
government of Red China “extraordinarily stupid.” He 
contends, and so do many other prominent English poli- 
ticians, that Britain has always followed a de facto policy 
and therefore her recognition of Red China was in 
accordance with a long line of precedents. This con- 
tention is, of course, not in line with the facts in the 
case. Britain has not always followed a de facto policy 
especially in a case involving royalty. On the night of 
June 10, 1903, King Alexander, of Serbia, was brutally 
murdered in a palace coup and was succeeded by King 
Peter. Many years intervened before Britain recognized 
the new government of Serbia. Britain would not 
tapidly condone the murder of a king. 


THE AMERICAN HISTORICAL POSITION 


How about the practice of the United States with 
reference to new governments? The recognition policy 
of the United States goes back to the days when Jeffer- 
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son was Secretary of State. It was he who laid down a 
de facto policy but the new government must rest upon 
the will of the nation, substantially declared.” ' 


Jefferson’s emphasis upon popular sanction of de 
facto governments became an integral part of the Am- 
erican policy of recognition. When Louis Philippe 
ascended the throne of France as a result of the revo- 
lution of 1830, his government was duly recognized 
by the United States. In explaining his action in a 
message to Congress, December 6, 1830, President 
Jackson once more emphasized the will of the people. 
“Recognition had been granted to the new government 
because his ascension to the throne had been made 
possible by the ‘paramount authority of the public 
will’” * But the government of Louis Philippe was 
overthrown in December, 1851, by Louis Napoleon 
who immediately established the Second Empire. Sec- 
retary of State, Daniel Webster, promptly sent the 
following instruction to Minister Rives: “If a decided 
majority of the people should be found to support the 
President (Louis Napoleon) the course of duty for you 
will become plain... If the French people have now 
substantially made another change, we have no choice 
but to acknowledge that also.” * 


A SIGNIFICANT INGREDIENT: 
MAJORITY ACCEPTANCE 


During his term of eight years as Secretary of State, 
Secretary Seward carried out the policy of his predecess- 
ors in office. Although the American Minister in Vene- 
zuela had already recognized the government of Gen- 





1. Jefferson to Gouverneur Morris, November 7, 1792, Jefferson 
Writings, (Washington ed.), Il, 489. 

2. James D. Richardson, Messages and Papers of the Presidents, 
II, 501. 

a Webster to Rives, January 12, 1852, Sen. Ex. Doc., 32 Cong., 
1 Sess., 19. 
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eral Paez, Seward disavowed such recognition because 
of the absence of any “conclusive evidence” that the 
Paez government was “fully accepted and peacefully 
maintained by the People” of Venezuela.* Seward’s 
policy was even more clearly revealed in February 1866 
when the American Minister recommended the recog- 
nition of the Prado Government in Peru. Seward’s re- 
ply was to the point: “The policy of the United States 
is settled upon the principle that revolutions in Re- 
publican States ought not to be accepted until the Peo- 
ple have adopted them by organic law.”° 


A NEW INGREDIENT: FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY 


It remained for Seward’s successors to add a new 
test for recognition — the ability of new governments 
to fulfill their international obligations. This test is 
referred to by President Hayes in his annual message 
to Congress, December 3, 1877, with specific reference 
to the Diaz Government in Mexico.° Two years later 
this test was applied to the recognition of the Blanco 
Government in Venezuela. “Good faith in the observ- 
ance of international obligations” was the “first essen- 
tial” relative to recognition. * 


LINE OF DEMARCATION: 
DE FACTO AND DE JURE RECOGNITION 


In pursuance of this recognition policy the Govern- 
ment of the United States, with special reference to the 
recognition of new governments outside the American 
hemisphere, endeavored always to make it clear that 
there was a broad distinction between de facto and 
de jure recognition. The question as to whether the 
de facto government was a /egitimate one has been 
considered outside the scope of our policy. This reluc- 
tance of the Government of the United States to recog- 
nize any government as a de jure government is clearly 
evidenced in its procedure toward the new government 
in Serbia in 1903. In June, 1903, when King Alex- 
ander was murdered in a palace coup, his successor, 
King Peter, was regarded with deep suspicion by some 
European governments. Not so by the United States. 
In a memorandum to Secretary Hay, the Assistant Sec- 
retary of State, Alvey A. Adee, remarked: “There can 
be only two valid grounds for non-recognition of King 
Peter — (1) A conviction that he was accessory before 
the fact of the murder of the late king. (2) An opinion 
that the virtual reward of the murderers and their par- 
ticipation in the new Govt. is immoral.” In reply Secre- 
tary Hay said: “Dear Adee —I see no reason why we 
should not accredit him (Jackson, the U.S. Minister) to 
Serbia.” * 


4. Seward to Culver, Nov. 19, 1862, MS. Instructions, Venezuela, 





a 
5. Seward to Hovey, March 8, 1866, MS. Instructions, Peru, XVI. 
6. Richardson, op. cit., VII, 467-468. 
7. Secretary Evarts to Baker, April 8, 1879, MS., Inst., Venezuela 


III. 
8. MS. Desp. Serbia, I. 
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WILSON’S CHOICE: HUERTA VERSUS CARRANZA 


When Woodrow Wilson became President on 
March 4, 1913, he was faced with the question of the 
recognition of the Huerta Government in Mexico, 
General Huerta had overthrown the government of 
President Madero and, it was alleged, had been a party 
to his murder. On March 11, 1913, President Wilson 
made public a “Declaration of Policy with Regard to 
Latin America.” In this declaration he emphasized in 
detail the familiar bases of the American policy of 
recognition. He was resolutely opposed to governments 
established by force in violation of the constitution and 
against the will of the people. 


Other Presidents had announced the same 
principles but Wilson was willing to go to the 
limit of a modified intervention to drive Huerta 
from office. In the end he finally recognized 
the malodorous Carranza Government and 
“opened full wide the sluiceways of a revolu- 
tion that distressed and ravaged the people be- 
yond measure. Hundreds of American citizens 
lost their lives in the ensuing violence.” ° 


Wilson was equally inept in his recognition policy 
toward Russia. On March 11, 1917, revolution broke 
out in St. Petersburg against the Romanov regime, and 
on March 15 the Czar abdicated. A Provisional Gov- 
ernment under Prince Lvov was established and looked 
toward the United States for early recogntion. Secre- 
tary Lansing did not wait to apply the usual tests for 
recognition of a new government. He sent the neces- 
sary instructions to Ambassador Francis who, on March 
22, 1917, extended formal recognition to the new gov- 


ernment. *” 


POLICY VIS-A-VIS RUSSIA: 1917-1933 


American ignorance of Russian conditions were 
manifest when the Bolsheviks drove the Provisional 
Government from power on November 7, 1917 anda 
new question of recognition confronted the Department 
of State. It was apparent that the Bolshevik Govern- 
ment did not rest upon popular approval and it was 
not fulfilling its international obligations. On August 
10, 1920, Secretary Colby flatly refused to extend rec- 
ognition to the new government in Russia: “These 
facts... have convinced the Government of the United 
States... that the existing regime in Russia is based 
upon the negation of every principle of honor and good 
faith and every usage and convention underlying the 
whole structure of international law... In the view 
of this Government there cannot be any common 
ground upon which it can stand with a power whose 
conceptions of international relations are so entirely 
alien to its own, so utterly repugnant to its moral 


sense.” "3 





- 9. S.F. Bemis, The Latin American Policy of the United States 
(New York, 1943), p. 183. 
10. U.S. Foreign Relations, 1917, pp. 1208-1211. 
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THE TURN OF THE ROAD: ROOSEVELT 1933 


This sharp condemnation of the Soviet Government 
was repeated by Secretaries Hughes, Kellogg and Stim- 
son. There was no thought of recognition by any Presi- 
dent until Franklin D. Roosevelt came into office. In 
1933 there were only two nations in the world that 
were barriers to the spread of the Red tide of Russia — 
Germany and Japan. If the Soviets could inveigle the 
United States into war with both powers these barriers 
would be broken and Russia would be dominant in 
Europe and in the Far East. Recognition was the first 
step in this Russian scheme and this was granted to the 
Soviet Government by the treaty of November 16, 


1933. 


The usual tests that were applied to new gov- 
ernments before recognition were not employed 
with reference to Russia. Roosevelt knew that 
the Soviet government did not rest upon popu- 
lar approval and he knew that it had little re- 
gard for the fulfillment of international obliga- 
tions. Some advocates of recognition claimed 
that a rich Russian market would be opened to 
American products by establishing relations 
with the Soviets. American trade with Russia 
had never been large and after recognition it 
remained a mere trickle. In 1937, four years 
after recognition, it reached the insignificant 
sum of $42,903,000 while our exports to Japan 
in the same year reached $288,378,000. 


ROOSEVELT’S CHOICE: RUSSIA VERSUS JAPAN 


Roosevelt had recognized Russia mainly to exert 
pressure upon Japan and to indicate to the world that 
he was opposed to Japanese expansion in the Far East. 
He was entirely willing that Russia should take over 
Outer Mongolia and the large province of Sinkiang 
even though such expansion was in open defiance of 
America’s historic Far Eastern policy. 


As a result of Russian recognition the Soviet 
Government indicated its contempt for treaty 
obligations by establishing in Washington in 
1934 the first Communist cell. Harold Ware 
attracted to the national capital a horde of cryp- 
to-Communists like Leo Pressman, Alger Hiss, 
Nathan Witt, John Abt and others and the Com- 
munist conspiracy went into high gear. 


Would not the recognition of Red China be history 
repeating itself? Would our tiny trade with Red China 
reach a respectable volume? Would not the Chinese 
Embassy in Washington become a haven for a small 
army of Communist saboteurs? We have no rich port 
in China like Hong Kong for which the British have 
sacrificed their last shred of self-respect. Have we for- 
gotten the 135,000 casualties the Chinese Communists 
were able to inflict upon American armies during the 





11. International Conciliation Pamphlets, October, 1920, No. 155, 
pp. 5-11. 
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Korean conflict? Will the Kennedy Administration 
abandon the recognition policy of Jefferson, the founder 
of the Democratic Party? Will the foreign policy of 
this country continue to be dominated by Number 10 
Downing Street? Was the War for American Inde- 
pendence fought in vain and has American nationalism 
evaporated in the fires of internationalism that are 
burning brightly, and are fed assiduously by Red arson- 


POLITICAL ORIENTATION 1945 
THE THREAT OF COMMUNISM 





+ 
Indo neu 


At the conclusion of the war, the United States and its Allies ap- 
peared to be at the apex of power. But Stalin had begun to show his 
fangs in Europe. He was given access to the Far East without con- 
tributing anything to military operations for four years. He promptly 
looted Manchuria and infiltrated Mongolia and Sinkiang. Neverthe- 
less, the arc of countries from South Korea through Nationalist China 
to (French) Indo-China and Malaya seemed either neutral or U‘S. 
oriented. This illusion was to last only about two or three years. 


POLITICAL ORIENTATION 1958 


THE AMERICAN MAIN LINE OF RESISTANCE 
SIBERIA | x 





Ried 
U.S.S.R. DOM. 
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‘ 
Kk 2% ecren UNCERTAIN 


By 1948, the Dutch, staunch wartime Allies, were pushed out of 
Indonesia, which they held for four Centuries, in a political maneuver 
engineered in the United Nations. The French had to fight heavy 
Red concentrations fed from the North — but lost in the end against 
the phoney slogan of “anti-Colonialism.” While the U.S., in occupa- 
tion of Japan, dumped the huge war equipment of Japan in Sugamo 
Bay, the Russians turned over the arms of the Japanese Kuantung 
Army to the Chinese Reds and backed them there after Nationalist 
China fell. The Red push to the South continues to our day: Tibet 
and Laos are progressive stages of a plan of conquest. The US. is 
back on its Pacific ‘Main Line of Resistance” for which it fought the 
Japanese. Now it faces a more determined and more ruthless 
enemy — Red Russia —a Frankenstein which was nursed from 1933 
to 1945. 
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ists? The recognition of Red China might well mean 
the end of an independent foreign policy and the Red 
Star over China might conceivably twinkle over Wash- 
ington. 


AMERICA’S POSITION WITH 
RESPECT TO COMMUNIST CHINA 


Editor’s Note: Representative Clement J. Zablocki, (D. 
Wisconsin) stated clearly the U. S. position in respect to the 
admission of Red China to the United Nations in a speech on 
the floor of the House on March 30, 1961. The text of Con- 
gressman Zablocki’s speech is as follows: 





Mr. Speaker, I am taking the floor at this time to 
discuss our country’s position with respect to Communist 
China, particularly as it affects the admission of Red 
China to the United Nations and the recognition of that 
regime by the United States. I think it is imperative, as 
we discuss this issue, that we remember the Soviet 
Union still has an effective voice in the policies of Red 
China, that there is no breach between these two coun- 
tries, and that both countries are determined to com- 
munize the world. 


On this very subject, and on at least 2 occasions in 
recent years, and on 16 occasions since 1948, the House 
of Representatives has formally expressed its views. 
The Congress has overwhelmingly opposed the admis- 
sion of the Communist regime on the mainland of 
China to the United Nations and its specialized agencies. 


In 1956, a resolution opposing the admission of 
Red China to the United Nations was approved by a 
vote of 391 to 0 in the House and by a vote of 86 to 
0 in the Senate. 


In 1959, House Concurrent Resolution 369, a 
measure which I sponsored, and similar to the 1956 
resolution, was approved in the House by an over- 
whelming vote of 368 to 2. 


More recently, and in a somewhat less formal man- 
ner, 338 Members of the Congress, 55 Senators and 
283 Members of the House of Representatives, signed 
a declaration circulated by the Committee of One Mil- 
lion which reads as follows: 


We continue to oppose the seating of Com- 
munist China in the United Nations, thus up- 
holding international morality and keeping faith 
with the thousands of American youths who 
gave their lives fighting Communist aggression 
in Korea. To seat a Communist China which 
defies, by word and deed, the principles of the 
U.N. Charter would be to betray the letter, vio- 
late the spirit and subvert the purpose of that 
charter. 


We further continue to oppose U.S. diplo- 
matic recognition or any other steps which 
would build the power and prestige of the Chin- 
ese Communist Regime to the detriment of our 
friends and allies in Asia and of our national 
security. Any such action would break faith 
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with our dead and the unfortunate Americans 
still wrongfully imprisoned by Communist 
China and would dishearten our friends and 
allies in Asia whose continued will to resist Com- 
munist China’s pressures and blandishments is 
so vital to our own security interests in that part 
of the world. 


At this point, Representative Zablocki inserted into 
the Congressional Record the names of the 338 Mem- 
bers of Congress who signed the above declaration. 


CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI, Democrat, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
Elected State senator of the Third District of Wisconsin in 1942, re- 
elected in 1946; elected to 81st Congress on November 2, 1948; re- 
elected to the 82d, 83d, 84th, 85th, 86th, and 87th Congresses. 


ARMY FIRST IN MISSILES 


Abundant proof that the Army has met the chal- 
lenge of the space age is furnished by a brief review 
of some of the Army’s “firsts” in the missile field. 





The Army fired the first American ballistic mis- 
sile -— the CORPORAL — in May 1947. 


The Army made the first penetration of outer space 
— with a two-stage missile consisting of a V-2 booster 
and a WAC CORPORAL — in February 1949. 


The Army made the first successful intercept of 
an airplane by a guided missile — NIKE-AJAX — in 
November 1951. 

The Army established the first operational air de- 


fense guided missile unit—a NIKE-AJAX battalion— 
in December 1953. 


The Army activated the first American operational 
ballistic missile unit— the 259th Field Artillery Mis- 
sile Battalion (CORPORAL) — in November 1954. 


The Army fired the first successful American inter- 
mediate range ballistic missile— the JUPITER — in 
May 1957. 

The Army launched the first free world satellite — 
EXPLORER I, placed in orbit by a JUPITER-C mis- 
sile—in January 1958. 

The Army made the first intercept of very low 
altitude aircraft — when a HAWK missile successfully 
engaged an F80 jet target flying at treetop level — in 
May 1958. 

The Army made the first intercept of a very high 
altitude target — when a NIKE-HERCULES missile 
killed a rocket-launched target at an altitude of over 
100,000 feet — in November 1958. 

An Army designed and developed vehicle — JUNO 
IV — launched the first free world solar satellite in 
March 1959. 

This is a record which demonstrates that our Army 
is prepared to play a leading role in future missile 
development as America moves out of the air age 
and into the space age. (R.A.P. Bulletin) 
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“FAILURES” (Continued from Page 2) 


| gated peoples, including the former independent states 
of Poland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Rumania, Al- 
bania, Bulgaria, Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia, with a 
combined population of 85,395,000, and other people 
held in bondage, including East Germans, Ukrainians, 
Byelorussians, Armenians, Georgians, Azerbaijanis, 
Uzbeks, Turkmen, Kirgiz, Tadzhiks, Kazakhs, Tartars, 
Yakuts, Buryats, and others, comprising another 55 
million souls. 


“In contrast, the West has helped to free- 
dom and self-government during and since the 
war no fewer than 12 peoples and nations in 
Asia, including India, Pakistan, Indonesia, Cey- 
lon, Burma, Malaya, the Philippines, South 
Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos, Singapore, and Cy- 
prus, with a combined population of 652 mil- 
lion, and 26 more in Africa, including Morocco, 
Tunisia, the Belgian and French Congo, So- 
malia, Malagasy, Voltaic Republic, Cameroons, 
Ivory Coast, Niger, Dahomey, Togo, Gabon, Re- 
public of Sudan, Ghana, Guinea, Libya, Eritea, 
Nigeria, Rhodesia, Sudanese Republic, Senegal, 
and Mauritania, with a combined population of 


120 million. 


“Let Premier Khrushchev equal this record before 
he speaks of Western colonialists and imperialists.” 


In spite of its efforts at “liberation” and “freedom” 
the Soviet Union has amassed a staggering population 
-—almost 1 billion souls — under its dictatorial rule. 
At anti-colonialism, the Kremlin is a complete failure. 


KREMLIN FAILS TO HOLD ITS VICTIMS 


_ The Kremlin has failed to provide peace and se- 
curity for its victims. The planned Utopia which the 
Soviet Union would have us believe exists behind the 
“barbed wire and the bayoneted soldiers, has failed to 
‘satisfy the inner longings of the subjugated peoples. 
Again, the records of history speak louder than the 
“propaganda machines of the Kremlin. An A.P. news 
‘teport from Bonn, Germany dated August 16, 1961 
“Says: 
“, . . Some 2,700,000 of these (East Ger- 
man ) refugees have registered since September 
1, 1949, when West Germany began to keep 
track of them. The West German Affairs esti- 
mates 800,000 came without bothering to regis- 
ter ... The accent was on youth, with half be- 
tween the ages of 18 and 25.” 


| The Worker, April 16, 1961, Page 3 M-W, told of 
}the number of refugees in the Cleveland area alone. 
‘It said: 


“Census records indicate that Cleveland alone has 
‘teceived at least 100,000 immigrants from Europe 
"since the end of World War II. Of these, probably 
about 78,000 settled here during the years 1950-59. 
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What distinguishes this immigration wave from the 
past is the political character of these immigrants. A 
great number of them are anti-Communist fugitives 
from socialist (Communist) countries . . . 


“During these years, Cleveland has received 
1500 Czechs, 1000 Rumanians, 3200 Yugo- 
slavs, 9000 Poles and 2500 from the Soviet 
Union. In addition, Cleveland has received more 
than its share of Hungarian “freedom fighters,” 
and, more recently, anti-Castro Cubans.” 


In addition to these figures, the flight of refugees 
from Communist domination in other parts of the 
world show the failure of the Communist program to 
meet the material, spiritual and economic needs of its 
subjects. For instance: 


Four million North Koreans, one third of the pre- 
war population of this Communist satellite, fled to 
South Korea. 


One million North Vietnamese fled from the so- 
called “liberation” regime of Ho Chi-minh. 


Fifteen thousand of the twenty thousand Chinese 
POW’s taken in the Korean conflict refused to return 
to their homeland despite the importance of home and 
family to the Chinese. 


In addition to these convicting figures must be 
added the fact that East German and Polish peoples 
staged uprisings against their slavemasters and the 
Hungarians revolted against their tyrannical rule in 
the face of insurmountable odds and almost certain 
death. 


Two million Tibetans, virtually without arms, and 
with no friendly armies on their borders, rose up 
against the overwhelming might of the Chinese Red 
Army. 


KREMLIN FAILS TO HONOR COMRADES 


The Kremlin has failed to keep faith with and 
honor the dedication and loyalty of their own comrades. 
It will be remembered that the Great leader of the 
Soviet Union — Stalin — was hardly cold and stiff be- 
fore he was repudiated by his successor Khrushchev. 
Not that his policies were repudiated, they continue 
just as unflinchingly today. But the man himself was 
stripped of his esteem and glory after years of worship 
approaching idolatry by dedicated Communists. 


An editorial in the Winnipeg Free Press, January 
11, 1954 says, “Consequent upon the shooting of Beria 
and other Soviet officials, the London Sunday Times 
searched the records with the following result: 


SHOT 
Cabinet ministers holding office 
in 1936 __. anaes 
Presidents of the last central 
executive committee 


9 out of Il 
5 out of 7 
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Secretaries of the Communist 
Party Central office 
Of those who wrote the 


43 out of 53 


1936 Constiution 15 out of 27 
Members of the Soviet 
War Council __ 70 out of 80 


Since 1917 — Marshals of the 
Soviet army executed as spies 
or traitors _ 3 out of every 5 


ALL the members of Lenin’s first politburo, the 
inner cabinet, were shot—except one—Joseph Stalin.” 


Colonel Grigori Burlitski, who, until his escape to 
the West was a commanding officer of the Communist 
Secret Police under Beria, testified that there is no 
safety within the confines of the Communist Party it- 
self. Colonel Burlitski testified that when the Com- 
munists came to liquidate the Chechen-Inguish Re- 
public, local Communists were deported along with the 
rest of the population when they came to “liberate” 
the “enslaved” peoples. 


In his book The White Nights, Dr. Boris Sokoloff, 
a Russian physician and scientist who escaped Com- 
munism, told about his experience with the pro-Com- 
munist leaders who found themselves in Communist 
prisons. He said: 


“The fate of the left-wing Socialists was pathetic. 
Though admitted to the Soviet of People’s Commissars, 
in which they received a few seats, they were merciless- 
ly liquidated as soon as their usefulness as appeasers 
had ended . . . Paradoxically, I was in the midst of left- 
wingers. Out of twenty men in Cell 17, fourteen were 
men who only two years before had ardently promoted 
and defended Communism . . . All were filled with 
hatred for the Soviet government. They claimed they 
had been betrayed by Lenin and his comrades in the 
most outrageous manner. 


“Without us, they reiterated, ‘the Communists 
would never have been able to overthrow Kerensky’s 
government or disperse the Constituent Assembly. We 
believed them. We trusted their honesty, their integrity, 
their promises to adhere to democratic principles and 
respect freedom. We realize now that it was all a 
fraud —that they wanted power and nothing but 
power.’ Again and again they discussed among them- 
selves the ignominy of their own conduct which helped 
to bring disaster to their country.” 


KREMLIN FAILS TO EXPRESS BASIC MORALITY 


The Communists have their own concept of moral- 
ity which fails to meet the standards of any civilized 
nation on earth. Their queer concept of morality com- 
pletely justifies their lies, deceit, tortures and murders. 
In defining Communist morality, Lenin wrote: 


“In what sense do we repudiate ethics and morality? 
In the sense that they were preached by the bourgeoisie 
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who declared that ethics were God’s commandments. 
We, of course, say that we do not believe in God... . 
We repudiate all such morality ... We say that our 
morality is entirely subordinated to the interest of the 
class struggle . . . And what is this class struggle? It is 
... overthrowing the capitalists, destroying the capitalist 
class .. . We subordinate our Communist morality to 
this task. We say: Morality is that which serves to 
destroy the old exploiting society .. .” 


Rooted in this twisted concept of morality, Lenin 
was able to say “It would not matter a jot if three- 
quarters of the human race were destroyed; the im- 
portant thing is that the remaining quarter should be 
Communist.” 


In the Moscow Kommunist magazine of January 
1955, the conspirators stated, ““Compromises are indis- 
pensable even when dealing with an overt enemy, pro- 
vided they help to forestall defeat and to save forces for 
future victorious struggle . . . The fighting proletariat 
(Communist) is bound to seek agreements and com- 
promises with different groups . . . without renouncing 

. its own revolutionary ideas. These tactics help to 
deprive the enemy of his social basis, to extend the in- 
fluence of the revolutionary proletariat, and to streng- 
then its forces.” 


The failures of the Kremlin and the Communist 
conspiracy scream for recognition. History has proven 
that the Communist plan for communal life is the great- 
est hoax ever devised in the minds of men. Why then, 
do we continue to aid and abet the criminal tyrants 
who would enslave us under their Godless dictatorship? 
We cannot negotiate with the forces of Satan without 
advancing the cause of Satan. It is time we faced 
reality! 





WEEKLY CRUSADER REPRINTS 


Special attractive reprints of the following popular WEEKLY 
CRUSADER articles are now available at attractive prices for 
mass distribution. 


Vol. 1, No. 25 
LEST WE FORGET 


Vol. 1, No.31 
MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. — UNMASKING THE 
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Vol. 1, No. 36 
THE UNITED NATIONS: DESTROYING AMERICA 


BY DEGREES 
25 Copies $ 1.00 
200 Copies _____ 9.00 
500 Copies ___...... 10.00 


Order From: 


CHRISTIAN CRUSADE — Tulsa 2, Oklahoma 
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